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Dear Sir: 

In response to the Examiner's Action mailed 14 December 2000, applicant responds as follows: 

REMARKS 

This application was originally filed on 2 June 1998 with ten claims, two of which were 
written in independent form. No claims have been allowed. Claims 1 and 6 were amended on 4 
October 2000. 

Claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
6,094,187 to Jones et al. (Jones). The applicant respectfully disagrees. 

“For a prior art reference to anticipate in terms of 35 U.S.C. § 102, every element of the 
claimed invention must be identically shown in a single reference.” Diversitech Corp. v. Century 
Steps, Inc., 850 F.2d 675, 677, 7 U.S.P.Q.2D (BNA) 1315, 1317 (Fed. Cir. 1988). The Examiner 
has not met the Examiner’s burden of presenting a prima facie case of anticipation since there 
has been no effort to read the teachings of Jones on the recited limitations of Claims 1 and 6, 
from which Claims 2-5 and 7-10 depend. 
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